In step 1 of the analysis, numerosity ratio was entered into the regression equation and was significantly related to RT, F (1, 370) = 69.19, p < .001. The correlation coefficient was .4, indicating approximately 16% of the variance in RT could be accounted for by the numerosity ratio. In the next steps, in addition to numerosity ratio, convex hull ratio, duration and average diameter ratio were entered into the regression equation. In the final regression step, the correlation coefficient was .51, indicating 26% of the variance of the RT could be accounted for by the duration and the mentioned numerosity and continuous ratios (see Table S2 ).
Since duration affected RTs, we conducted the same regression but separately for each duration. For durations of 50 ms, convex hull ratio was the first to enter, F (1, 122) = 9.95, p = .002. The correlation coefficient was .28, indicating approximately 7.5% of the variance in RT could be accounted for by convex-hull ratio. In the next and final step, in addition to convex hull ratio, numerical ratio was entered into the equation. In this final regression step, the correlation coefficient was .35, indicating 12% of the variance of the RT could be accounted for by the mentioned continuous ratios. For durations of 100 ms, numerosity was the first to enter into the regression, F (1, 122) = 33.85, p < .001. The correlation coefficient was .47, indicating approximately 22% of the variance in RT could be accounted for by the numerosity ratio at an exposure duration of 100 ms. In the second and final step, convex hull ratio was entered into the equation. The correlation coefficient was .58, indicating approximately 34% of the variance in RT could be accounted for by numerosity and convex hull ratios at exposure durations of 100 ms (see Table S3 ). For durations of 200 ms, numerosity ratio was the first to enter into the regression, F (1, 122) = 35.23, p < .001. The correlation coefficient was .48, indicating approximately 22% of the variance in RT could be accounted for by numerosity ratio at exposure durations of 200 ms. In the final step, convex hull and average diameter ratios were entered into the equation. The correlation coefficient was .55, indicating approximately 31% of the variance in RT could be accounted for by numerosity and convex hull ratios at exposure durations of 100 ms (see Table S3 ).
Accuracy as a dependent measure
In step 1 of the analysis, numerosity ratio was entered into the regression equation and was significantly related to accuracy, F (1, 500) = 334.34, p < .001. The correlation coefficient was -.63, indicating approximately 40% NUMBER AND CONTINUOUS MAGNITUDE S2 of the variance in accuracy rates could be accounted for by the numerosity ratio. In the next steps, in addition to numerosity ratio, density, total circumference, convex hull and total surface area ratios were entered into the regression equation. In this final regression step, the correlation coefficient was .69, indicating 47% of the variance of the accuracy rates could be accounted for by the mentioned numerosity and continuous ratios (see Table S4 ). Note that duration was not entered into the regression.
Speed emphasis condition RT as a dependent measure
In step 1 of the analysis, total circumference ratio was entered into the regression equation and was significantly related to RT, F (1, 371) = 45.9, p < .001. The correlation coefficient was .33, indicating approximately 11% of the variance in RT could be accounted for by numerosity ratio. In the next steps, in addition to total circumference ratio, density and total surface ratio were entered into the regression equation. In the final regression step, the correlation coefficient was .38, indicating 15% of the variance of the RT could be accounted for by the mentioned continuous ratios (see Table S5 ). Note that neither numerosity ratio nor duration were entered into the regression equation.
Accuracy as a dependent measure
In step 1 of the analysis, numerosity ratio was entered into the regression equation and was significantly related to accuracy, F (1, 500) = 234.68, p < .001. The correlation coefficient was -.57, indicating approximately 32% of the variance in accuracy could be accounted for by numerosity ratio. In the next steps, in addition to numerosity ratio, density, total circumference and total surface ratios were entered into the regression equation. In the final regression step, the correlation coefficient was .66, indicating 44% of the variance of the accuracy rates could be accounted for by the mentioned magnitude ratios (see Table S6 ). 
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